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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-9, 20-23, 29-30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ammo et al. 2002/0033509, in view of Gris 6,156,594, or 
Pruijimboom et al. 2002/0030244, all are previously applied. 

The references teaches: 

Ammo et al. discloses a method in the fabrication of an integrated circuit 
including at least one bipolar transistor and at least one MOS device comprising the 
steps of: 

providing a silicon substrate 1, fig. 3A, para. 31-35, 

forming an active region 2 for the bipolar transistor and an active region 6 for the 
MOS device in said silicon substrate 1, figs. 3A-3C, 

forming field isolation areas 5 around, in a horizontal plane, said active 
regions, fig. 3A-3C, 

forming a MOS gate region on said active region for the MOS device; 

forming a layer of an electrically insulating nitride material 17 on said MOS gate 
region 7 and on said active region 2 for the bipolar transistor, para. 36-43, also see col. 
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4, lines 8-12, fig. 5, nitride layer 20 formed over MOS region and bipolar transistor 
active region, 

defining a base region 18 in said active region for the bipolar transistor by means 
of producing an opening in said electrically insulating layer 15, wherein said opening in 
said electrically insulating layer 17 is produced so that the remaining portions of the 
electrically insulating layer partly cover said active region for the bipolar 
transistor, fig. 4B, para. 43-45, 

electrically insulating layer 15/17 remains on said MOS gate region to 
encapsulate and protect the MOS gate region during subsequent manufacturing steps. 

wherein said electrically insulating layer 17 is a nitride layer, para. 42. 

Regarding claim 3. The method as claimed in claim 1 further comprising the step 
of manufacturing of a capacitor 20, wherein a portion of said electrically insulating 
layer is utilized as the dielectric in said capacitor. 

Regarding claim 4. The method as claimed in claim 1 wherein said MOS gate 
region is formed as a silicon layer 13 on top of an oxide layer 12, para. 37, 38. 

Regarding claim 5. The method as claimed in claim 4 wherein an oxide 15 is 
formed on top of the silicon layer prior to forming said electrically insulating layer 17. 

Regarding claim 6. The method as claimed in claim 4 further comprising the step 
of forming an oxide layer 15 on top of said active region 2 for the bipolar transistor prior 
to forming said electrically insulating layer 17, fig. 4A. 
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Regarding claim 7. Tine metliod as claimed in claim 6 further comprising the step 
of producing said opening also through said oxide layer 15 on top of said active region 
so as to expose a portion of said active region for the bipolar transistor, fig. 4B. 

Regarding claim 8. The method as claimed in claim 6 wherein said oxide layer 
15, on top of which said gate polysilicon layer 13 is formed, and said oxide layer 15 
formed on top of said active region for the bipolar transistor are formed simultaneously, 
fig. 3C. 

Regarding claim 9. The method as claimed in claim 1 wherein said active region 
1 1 for the MOS device is ion implanted prior to the formation of said MOS gate region, 
para. 36. 

Regarding claim 20. The method as claimed in claim 1 wherein the bipolar 
transistor is an NPN-transistor and the MOS device is a PMOS transistor, para.31 . 

Regarding 21 . The method as claimed in claim 1 further comprising the steps of: 
forming a buried collector region for the bipolar transistor in said substrate, said 
buried collector region 3 being located underneath said active region for the bipolar 
transistor; producing the field isolation area 5 formed around the active region for the 
bipolar transistor as a shallow trench (recess) in said silicon substrate, said shallow 
trench (etch an recess) extending vertically from the substrate surface and down into 
the buried collector region; and filling said shallow trench with an electrically insulating 
material 5, para. 34. 

Regarding claim 22. The method as claimed in claim 21 wherein said buried 
collector region 3 and said shallow trench5 are formed relative each other so that said 
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buried collector region 3 extends into areas located underneath said shallow trench 5, 
figs. 3A-3B. 

Regarding claim 23. The method as claimed in claim 22 wherein said buried 
collector region is strongly n-doped (N+), para. 32. 

Regarding claim 29. The method as claimed in claim 1 wherein said subsequent 
manufacturing steps include a step of oxidation, ion implantation, or etching, para. 40, 
45, 47. 

Regarding claim 30. The method as claimed in claim 8 wherein said oxide layer, 
on top of which said gate polysilicon layer is formed (para. 40, fig. 3C), and said oxide 
layer 1 2 on top of said active region for the bipolar transistor are grown, para. 37, fig. 3B 
15. 

The difference between the references applied above and the instant claim(s) is: 
Ammo et al. teaches forming a nitride layer over MOS gate region and active region but 
does not teach the remaining of nitride layer partly cover the active region of bipolar 
transistor. However, Gris teaches at col. 4, lines 8-12 and fig. 5, remaining of nitride 
layer 20 partly cover the active region of bipolar transistor after forming opening. 
Pruijimboom et al. teaches at para. 23, remaining of nitride layer 15 partly cover the 
active region of bipolar transistor after forming opening. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by leaving the remaining 
of nitride layer partly cover the active region of bipolar transistor after forming base 
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opening as tauglit by Gris or Pruijimboom et al. because nitride layer protect the MOS 
and bipolar device. 

Claims 10-19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ammo et al. in view of Gris or Pruijimboom et al. as applied to claims 1-9, 21-23, 29-30 
above, and further In view of Hutter et al. 6,432,791 , previously applied. 

The difference between the references applied above and the instant claim(s) is: 
Ammo et al. teaches a secondary implanted collector 8 in said active region 2 for the 
bipolar transistor and a background doping 9 of said active region for the capacitor 7 are 
formed simultaneously in an ion implantation step, (claim 10), an extrinsic base 19 for 
the bipolar transistor is formed on said electrically insulating layer and partly on said 
active region for the bipolar transistor in said opening to thereby define an emitter 
opening, said extrinsic base being formed prior to said ion implantation step and being 
protected by oxide layer during said ion implantation step, para. 43-45, (claim 11), 
extrinsic base is doped and source and drain regions are formed in said active region 
for the MOS device simultaneously in an ion implantation step (claim 12), an electrode 
20 of a capacitor or a contact layer for a substrate contact is doped in the ion 
Implantation step, in which said extrinsic base 19 is doped, para. 43, (claim 13), a 
silicon oxide 15 and silicon nitride 17 bi-layer is formed on said doped source and drain 
regions to thereby prevent implanted species from diffusing out of said active region, fig. 
4B, (claim 14) but does not teach simultaneously implanting collector and background of 
MOS device, using photoresist to protect extrinsic base during emitter implantation. 
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simultaneously implanting extrinsic base and source/drain regions. However, Hutter 
teaches at 2q, col. 2, lines 18-32, simultaneously implanting collector 202 and 
background 202 of MOS device (meeting claim 10). Hutter teaches at fig. 2p, col. 4, 
lines 38-67, using photoresist 244 or 252 to protect extrinsic base 250 (meeting claim 

1 1 ) , simultaneously implanting extrinsic base and source/drain regions (meeting claim 

12) . Hutter teaches at fig. 2b, 2n, col. 4, lines 42-46, implanting different dopant arsenic 
and phosphorous to form deep collector plug 208 and active region with energy and 
dose (meeting claims 15, 16, 17, 18. Hutter teaches at col. 4, lines 50-67, implanting to 
form a resistor. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by simultaneously 
implanting collector and background of MOS device, using photoresist to protect the 
extrinsic base and simultaneously implanting extrinsic base and source/drain regions, 
implanting different dopant to form collector plug and a resistor as taught by Hunter et 
al. because simultaneously implanting different regions would reduce the process steps, 
using photoresist over extrinsic base would protect extrinsic base from emitter dopants, 
implanting different dopant to form collector plug so that a deep plug can be obtain and 
a resistor can be formed with the same implanting step. 

Claims 24, 27, 28 and 35 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 as being 
unpatentable over Ammo et al. in view of Gris or Pruijimboom et al. as applied to claims 
1-9, 20-23, 29-30 above, and further in view of Asai et al. 6,455,364, previously applied. 
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The difference between tlie references applied above and tlie instant claim(s) is: 
Ammo et al. teaclies forming an isolation region but does not teach forming a deep 
isolation trench in shallow trench isolation, a retrograde collector region and intended 
use for radio frequency. However, Asai et al. teaches at fig. 1 and col. 1 1 , lines 49-67, 
forming a deep trench isolation 105/106 in the shallow trench isolation 103 and a 
retrograde collector region 101 . And, Asai et al. also teach intended use of integrated 
BiCMOS device for high frequency telecommunication (radio). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by a deep trench 
isolation trench and a retrograde collector region, using integrated circuit device for 
radio frequency (telecommunication) as taught by Asai et al. because deep trench 
isolation region would completely isolate each transistor so that preventing any current 
leakage between each transistor, and, retrograded collector region would reduce large 
current spike In the collector region. 

Claims 25-26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ammo et al. in view of Gris or Pruijimboom et al. as applied to claims 1-9, 20-23, 29-30 
above, and further in view of Capilla 6,137,154, previously applied. 

The difference between the references applied above and the instant claim(s) is: 
Ammo et al. teaches doping base region, buhed region, an active region and collector of 
bipolar transistor but does not teach doping the base and collector region having fully 
depleted with a specific base-collector voltage. However, Capilla teaches at col. 5, lines 
22-35, biasing the base and collector region at greater than 0.5 to deplete the bias- 
collector region. 
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And, specific biased voltage and doping concentration as claimed are taken to be 
obvious since these are variables of art recognized importance which are subject to 
routine experimentation and optimization and discovery of an optimum value for a 
known process is obvious. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). And, even if 
applicants' modification results in great improvement and utility over the prior art, It may 
still not be patentable if the modification was within the capabilities of one skilled in the 
art. In Re Sola 25 USPQ 433. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by having a specific 
doping concentration and bias voltage to base and collector regions as taught by Capllla 
because biasing base to collector region with specific voltage would fully deplete the 
base to collector region so that the gain of the transistor is increased. 

Claims 31-34 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ammo et al. in view of Gris or Pruijimboom et al. as applied to claims 1-9, 20-23, 29-30 
above, and further in view of Ohnishi et al. 6,399,993, previously applied. 

The difference between the references applied above and the instant clalm(s) Is: 
Ammo et al. teaches doping buried region, an active region and collector of bipolar 
transistor but does not teach specific doping concentration. However, Ohnishi et al. 
teaches at col. 7, lines 43-57, buried region 4 doping concentration at greater than 1 x 
10^^ cm^ and doping concentration for active region/collector 9 at greater than 1 El 7 
cm^. 

And, specific doping concentration as claimed are taken to be obvious since 
these are variables of art recognized importance which are subject to routine 
experimentation and optimization and discovery of an optimum value for a known 



Application/Control Number: 10/699,222 
Art Unit: 2895 



Page 10 



process is obvious. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233 (CCPA 1955). And, even if applicants' 
mociification results in great improvement and utility over the prior art, it may still not be 
patentable if the modification was within the capabilities of one skilled in the art. In Re 
Sola 25 USPQ 433. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by doping buried region 
at greater than 1x10^^ cm^ and doping concentration for active region/collector at 
greater than 1 E17 cm^ as taught by Ohnishi et al. because specific doping 
concentration can be optimized to obtained a desired device performance of the device. 

Claims 56-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 as being unpatentable over 
Ammo et al. in view of Gris or Pruijimboom et al. as applied to claims 1-9, 21-23, 29-30 
above, and further in view of Iwasaki 5,280,188 or Inoh et al. 5,620908 and Josquin et 
al. 5,151,382 and De Jong et al. 5,006,476, newly cited. 

The difference between the references applied above and the instant claim(s) is: 
Ammo et al. teaches forming isolation regions around the active region of bipolar 
transistors and MOS devices but does not teach shallow trench isolation extending 
down to the doped buried regions of bipolar and MOS transistors. However, Inoh et al. 
teaches at fig. 3A-5C, col. 10, lines 35-67, shallow trench isolation 207 extending down 
to the doped buried regions 205 of bipolar and MOS transistors and thermal treating 
after forming buried layer by ion implantation. Iwasak teaches at fig. 7B-7K and col. 8, 
lines 21-67, shallow trench isolation 82, 83 extending down to the doped buried regions 
722, 72i of bipolar and MOS transistors and thermal treating after forming buried layer 
by ion implantation. Josquin et al. teaches at col. 6, lines 48-67, figs. 3a-4b, forming a 
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buried doped layer 1 1 witli three-step lieat treatment. De Jong et al. teaches at col. 8, 
lines 28-40, thermal oxidation temperature. And, specific heat treatment temperature 
range as claimed are taken to be obvious since these are variables of art recognized 
importance which are subject to routine experimentation and optimization and discovery 
of an optimum value for a known process is obvious. In re Aller, 105 USPQ 233 (CCPA 
1955). And, even if applicants' modification results in great improvement and utility over 
the prior art, it may still not be patentable if the modification was within the capabilities 
of one skilled in the art. In Re Sola 25 USPQ 433. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the above references' teachings by forming shallow 
trench isolation extending down to the doped buried regions of bipolar and MOS 
transistors and thermal treating the substrate after forming buried layer as taught by 
Inoh et al. or Iwasak and Josquin et al. and De Jong et al. because trench isolation 
prevent the leakage between adjacent devices. 

Conclusions 

Applicant's arguments filed March 1 1/2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Because Gris or Pruijimboom et al. teaches the remaining of nitride 
layer partly cover the active region of bipolar transistor after forming opening in the 
bipolar active region. Gris or Pruijimboom et al. teaches also teaches every limitation 
as claimed in at least claim 1 as set forth above and as below. 
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Gris et al. discloses a metlioci in tine fabrication of an integrated circuit including 
at least one bipolar transistor and at least one MOS device comprising the steps of: 
providing a silicon substrate 1 , figs. 4 or 5, 

forming an active region 2 for the bipolar transistor and an active region 8, 9 for 
the MOS device in said silicon substrate 1, figs. 4 or 5, 

forming field isolation areas 5 around, in a horizontal plane, said active 
regions, figs. 4 or 5, 

forming a MOS gate region13, 14 on said active region for the MOS device, 
NMOS or PMOS, 

forming a layer of an electrically insulating nithde material 22, or 20/22 on said 
MOS gate region 8, 9 and on said active region 2 for the bipolar transistor, 

defining a base region 1 1 in said active region 2 for the bipolar transistor by 
means of producing an opening in said electrically insulating layer 22, or 20/22, wherein 
said opening in said electhcally insulating layer 22, or 20/22 is produced so that the 
remaining portions of the electrically insulating layer partly cover said active region 2 for 
the bipolar transistor, figs. 4 or 5, 

electrically insulating layer 22, or 20/22 remains on said MOS gate region to 
encapsulate and protect the MOS gate region during subsequent manufacturing steps. 

Pruijimboom et al. discloses a method in the fabrication of an integrated circuit 
including at least one bipolar transistor and at least one MOS device comprising the 
steps of: 
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providing a silicon substrate 10, fig. 8, 

forming an active region 1 1/12 for tine bipolar transistor and an active region p- 
well or n-well for the MOS device in said silicon substrate 10, fig. 8, 

forming field isolation areas 22 around, in a horizontal plane, said active 
regions, fig. 8, 

forming a MOS gate region on said active region for the MOS device, NMOS or 
PMOS, 

forming a layer of an electrically insulating nithde material 15b on said MOS gate 
region p-well or n-well and on said active region 1 1/12 for the bipolar transistor, 

defining a base region 41 in said active region for the bipolar transistor by means 
of producing an opening in said electrically insulating layer 15b, wherein said opening in 
said electrically insulating layer 15b is produced so that the remaining portions of the 
electrically insulating layer partly cover said active region 11/12 for the bipolar 
transistor, fig. 8, para. 35-38 

electrically insulating layer 15b remains on said MOS gate region to encapsulate 
and protect the MOS gate region during subsequent manufacturing steps. 

Applicant contends that Examiner fails to explain how Ammo can be modified 
ignores Deputy Commission Focarino's Memo. This is not found persuasive because 
Deputy Commission Focarino's Memo is merely an administrative memo not a patent 
law. Examiner clearly explains how Ammo can be modified in page 5-6 of last office 
action. Paragraph as set forth in page 5-6 of last office action as: 
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The difference between the references applied above and the instant claim(s) is: Ammo et al. teaches 
forming a nitride layer over MOS gate region and active region but does not teach the remaining of nitride layer partly 
cover the active region of bipolar transistor. However, Gris teaches at col. 4, lines 8-12 and fig. 5, remaining of nitride 
layer 20 partly cover the active region of bipolar transistor after forming opening. Pruijimboom et al. teaches at para. 
23, remaining of nitride layer 15 partly cover the active region of bipolar transistor after forming opening. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the above references' teachings by leaving the remaining of nitride layer partly cover the active region of bipolar 
transistor after forming base opening as taught by Gris or Pruijimboom et al. because nitride layer protect the MOS 
and bipolar device. 

Since, Ammo teaclnes an electrically insulating layer cover the action region of 
bipolar device, and Gris or Pruijimboom teaches an electrically insulating layer partly 
cover the action region of bipolar device and all other limitations as claimed in at least 
claim 1, hence the combination of Ammo and Gris or Pruijimboom is proper. 
Therefore, it is clearly that the combination of Ammo and Gris or Pruijimboom meets the 
doctrine of U.S. Supreme Court in KSR international v. Teleflex of "a person of ordinary 
skill can implement a predictable variation, §103 likely bars its patentability". And, it is 
also clearly that the combination of Ammo and Gris or Pruijimboom meets the doctrine 
of U.S. Supreme Court in KSR international v. Teleflex of "If this leads to the anticipated 
success, it is likely the product not of innovation but of ordinary skill and common sense. 
In that instance the fact that a combination was obvious to try might show that it was 
obvious under §103". 

It is common sense that familiar items may have obvious uses beyond their 
primary purposes, and a person of ordinary skill often will be able to fit the teachings of 
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multiple patents together lil^e pieces of a puzzle. See KSR international v. Teleflex, US 
Supreme Court, 127 S.Ct. 1727 (2007). 

More details of U.S. Supreme Court in KSR international v. Teleflex, US 
Supreme Court, 127 S. Ct. 1742, 82 USPQ 2ci at 1390. Granting patent protection to 
advances that would occur in the ordinary course without real innovation retards 
progress and may, in the case of patents combining previously known elements, 
deprive prior inventions of their value or utility. When there is a design need or market 
pressure to solve a problem and there are a finite number of identified, predictable 
solutions, a person of ordinary skill has good reason to pursue the known options within 
his or her technical grasp. If this leads to the anticipated success, it is likely the product 
not of innovation but of ordinary skill and common sense. In that instance the fact that a 
combination was obvious to try might show that it was obvious under §103. 

When a work is available in one field, design incentives and other market forces 
can prompt variations of it, either in the same field or in another. If a person of ordinary 
skill in the art can implement a predictable variation, and would see the benefit of doing 
so, §103 likely bars its patentability. Moreover, if a technique has been used to improve 
one device, and a person of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that it would 
improve similar devices in the same way, using the technique is obvious unless its 
actual application is beyond that person's skill. 

It is common sense that familiar items may have obvious uses beyond their 
primary purposes, and a person of ordinary skill often will be able to fit the teachings of 
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multiple patents together lil^e pieces of a puzzle. See KSR international v. Teleflex, US 
Supreme Court, 127 S.Ct. 1727 (2007). 

In Sakraida v. AG Pro, Inc., 425 U. S. 273(1976), the Court derived from the 
precedents the conclusion that when a patent simply arranges old elements with each 
performing the same function it had been known to perform and yields no more than 
one would expect from such an arrangement, the combination is obvious. Id., at 282. 
The principles underlying these cases are instructive when the question is whether a 
patent claiming the combination of elements of prior art is obvious. When a work is 
available in one field of endeavor, design incentives and other market forces can prompt 
variations of it, either in the same field or a different one. If a person of ordinary skill can 
implement a predictable variation, §103 likely bars its patentability. For the same 
reason, if a technique has been used to improve one device, and a person of ordinary 
skill in the art would recognize that it would improve similar devices in the same way, 
using the technique is obvious unless its actual application is beyond his or her skill. 

Applicant's amendment with newly added claims necessitated the new ground(s) 
of rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to H. Jey Tsai whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1684. The examiner can normally be reached on from 7:00 Am to 4:00 Pm., Monday 
thru Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Drew Richards, 571-272-1736. 

The fax phone number for this Group is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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